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described as a principle. But be that as it may, to me it represents
a truism and I heartily endorse it.
Coming to the third principle in the form in which it is
enunciated by the friend, it suffers from a grave defect. The
most terrible consequence of this principle to me seems to be this
that if we accept it then a votary of ahimsa must renounce agri-
culture although he knows that he cannot renounce the fruits of
agriculture and that agriculture is an indispensable condition for
the existence of mankind. The very idea that millions of the
sons of the soil should remain steeped in himsa in order that a
handful of men who live on the toil of these people might be
able to practise ahimsa seems to me to be unworthy of and
inconsistent with the supreme duty of ahimsa. I feel that this
betrays a lack of perception of the inwardness of ahimsa. Let us
see, for instance, to what it leads to if pushed to its logical
conclusion. You may not kill a snake but if necessary, accord-
ing to this principle, you may get it killed by somebody else. You
may not yourself forcibly drive away a thief but you may em-
ploy another person to do it for you. If you want to protect the
life of a child entrusted to your care from the fury of a tyrant,
somebody else must bear the brunt of the tyrant's fury for you.
And you thus refrain from direct action in the sacred name of
ahimsa! This in my opinion is neither religion nor ahimsa. So
long as one is not prepared to take the risks mentioned and to face
the consequences, one cannot be free from fear and so long
as a man has not shed all fear he is ipso facto incapable of practis-
ing ahimsa. Our scriptures tell us that ahimsa is all conquer-
ing. That before it, even the wild beasts shed their ferocity and
the most hard-hearted of tyrants forget their anger. Utterly in-
adequate and imperfect as my own practice of ahimsa has been,
it has enabled me to realize the truth of this principle. I cannot
once more help expressing my doubt that Jainism subscribes to
the third principle of ahimsa as enunciated by this friend. But even
if Jain doctrine is just as it is stated by the friend,. I must say, I
for one cannot reconcile myself to it.
Now to come to the question of renunciation versus action:
I believe in the doctrine of renunciation but I hold that renun-
ciation should be sought for in and through action. That action
is the sine qua non of life in the body, that the Wheel of Life cannot
go on even for a second without involving some sort of action
goes without saying. Renunciation can therefore in these cir-
cumstances only mean detachment or freedom of the spirit from
action, even while the body is engaged in action. A follower of